Introduction
Strong earthquake ground motion can cause destruction of the buildings, and lead to earthquake disasters. It is of great help to prevent earthquake disasters by providing appropriate seismic fortification parameters for structural design. Therefore, seismic hazard and risk assessment has important practical and social value. 
Source model harmonization
We can see sources by three institutions in Northern CPEC as shown in Figure 9 . To do harmonization, we managed to delete entire pieces of overlapped sources as shown in Figure 10 . Then we sew the edges and gaps, as shown in Figure 11 .
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Seismic hazard result
The seismic hazard map of PGA with 10% probability of exceedance in 50 years of
Northern CPEC by harmonized model is shown in Figure 13 . From the hazard map, we can find western part of Northern CPEC has the highest seismic hazard. In Central Xinjiang and the center of Central Asia, seismic hazard is low.
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Conclusion
From the study above, we can get several conclusions as follows:
1. Western part of Northern CPEC has the highest seismic hazard.
In Central Xinjiang and the center of Central
Asia, seismic hazard is low.
In Northern Xinjiang and Northern
Kazakhstan, Seismic hazard is low.
There are also some topics that need discussion:
1. When dealing with seismicity parameter harmonization, we took a simple way that change a source's parameter according to its area change with the assumption that the seismicity is the same on unit area. There is also a more precise way that using earthquake catalog to get the seismicity parameter.
2. Along borders, different models lead to different hazard result for the same place.
The reason of the difference needs more study in the future.
3. We took the GMPE of Yu et al. (2013) as the harmonized GMPE. It needs to study if it is the most suitable one.
